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This is aggregated retention harvesting from Tasmania 
(harvested and burnt in 2007). Some of the aggregates 
ended up getting a bit burnt, including the small one to 
the bottom, left which was 100% burnt. However, the site 
did fall in under our threshold for acceptable outcomes. 
Today, we rarely use such small aggregates and much 
less area ends up burnt.
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Different Kinds of Variable Retention
There are two types of variable retention being 
practiced: aggregated retention and dispersed 
retention. Aggregated retention involves leaving intact 
clusters of both overstorey and understorey forest 
while the trees around them are harvested. Dispersed 
retention involves retaining individual overstorey trees 
throughout a cutblock.
Biodiversity benefits of vR are being clearly 
shown in research trials in Canada, the USA and 
Tasmania. Results are species specific, but in general 
the aggregated retention form of vR appears to be 
beneficial for more plants, animals and fungi than the 
dispersed retention form. 
Compared to retaining single scattered overstorey 
trees, aggregates contain undisturbed soil, leaf litter 
and understorey vegetation, and snags can usually 
be safely retained in aggregate centres. Aggregates 
also have buffered microclimatic conditions much 
more similar to undisturbed mature forest. Aggregates 
thereby provide habitat for many more species of 
animals and epiphytic plants, than are recorded in 
dispersed retention treatments. 
While these short-term results are demonstrating 
that aggregates can initially retain late-successional 
species at the site-level, it is largely unproven whether 
the aggregates also achieve the longer-term goal of 
facilitating recolonisation of harvested areas (forest 
influence). Better understanding of this process will be 
the topic of a series of upcoming studies in Tasmania.
Also, these positive findings regarding aggregated 
vR should be considered carefully by forestry 
professionals, since there may be trade-offs between 
advantages of aggregated retention for biodiversity 
versus advantages of dispersed retention for visual 
outcomes. 
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